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Fredrick J. Staves, afederal prisoner, appeals pro se from the district court’s
orders denying his Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 41(g) motion seeking the

return of six vehicles seized in connection with his arrest on federal crimina
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charges, and denying his motion for adefault judgment. We have jurisdiction
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo the denia of a Rule41(g)
motion, see United States v. Marolf, 173 F.3d 1213, 1216 (9th Cir. 1999), and
review for abuse of discretion the denia of a default judgment, Eitel v. McCool,
782 F.2d 1470, 1471 (9th Cir. 1986). We affirm.

The district court properly denied Staves' Rule 41(g) motion because it was
premised on a notice provision in a statute repeaed more than ayear before the
government seized the vehiclesin question.

The district court did not abuseits discretion in denying Staves motion for
adefault judgment because he did not “establish[] aclaim or right to relief by
evidence satisfactory to the court.” See Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(e).

Staves' remaining contentions are without merit.

Staves' motionto file alate reply brief is granted. The Clerk shall file the
reply brief received on August 10, 2005.

AFFIRMED



